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PER CURIAM:

Julio A. Diaz-Alvayero, a native and citizen of Guatemala, appeals the 12-month
sentence imposed following his guilty plea to unlawfully reentering the United States
following his removal, in violation of 8 U.S.C. § 1326(a) (2012). Diaz-Alvayero argues
on appeal that the district court both committed procedural sentencing error and imposed
a substantively unreasonable sentence, but does not contest the validity of his underlying
conviction.

Review of the Bureau of Prison’s Inmate Locator Database reveals that Diaz-
Alvayero was released from federal custody on or about April 25, 2017, after briefing
was completed in this appeal. Thus, Diaz-Alvayero’s challenge to his sentence is moot,
upon his completion of the custodial term of imprisonment, unless he can demonstrate
“collateral consequences sufficient to meet Article [1lII’s case-or-controversy
requirement.” United States v. Hardy, 545 F.3d 280, 284 (4th Cir. 2008) (internal
quotation marks omitted); see Spencer v. Kemna, 523 U.S. 1, 7-8 (1998); see also Hardy,
545 F.3d at 283-85.

No such collateral consequences are apparent. Diaz-Alvayero has completed
service of the custodial term of imprisonment he seeks to challenge in this appeal, and he
is not under an order of supervised release. Nor does Diaz-Alvayero assert on appeal any
arguments that, if successful, would invalidate his underlying conviction. Cf. United
States v. Madrigal-Valadez, 561 F.3d 370, 373-74 (4th Cir. 2009) (holding that appeal
challenging sufficiency of the evidence underlying alien’s convictions was not mooted by

alien’s release from prison, without a term of supervision, because alien “may be subject
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to collateral consequences” related to his ability to receive permission to reenter the
United States if his conviction remained intact). Accordingly, we dismiss Diaz-
Alvayero’s appeal as moot. We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal
contentions are adequately presented in the material before this court and argument will
not aid the decisional process.

DISMISSED



